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A judge is an individual who presides over court proceedings, they form conclusions or decide cases in court. Judges have an important interpretative role, even in relation to legislation. They have an essential developmental role concerning common law. Judges hear evidence in both civil courts and criminal, they acknowledge the information presented and make educated decisions on sentencing. It is important for a judge to interpret the law accurately regarding the case, as it is not necessarily intelligible, the law is open to interpretation and can be adjusted based on context. Legislation is written in a manner in which it can be applied in various cases functionally, it is up to the individual judge to elucidate the ambiguous language used in the legislation; a large part of a judge's role is to construe the words used in the legislation to help come to a conclusion. It is stated that; 
“In the field of statute law Parliament makes and unmakes the law, the judge’s duty is to interpret and apply the law, not to change it to meet the judge’s idea of what justice requires. Interpretation does, of course, imply in the interpreter a power of choice when differing constructions which in his judgment best meets the legislative purpose of the enactment” (Online,2013)
This recommences the fact that one of the main roles of a judge is to interpret statutes without personal bias and to interpret most accurately in regard to the case. 
   If the law was clear and intelligible, the public and those who serve the law would know what to expect. “The law should be certain, so it can be easily enforced” (Mance 2011). As individuals, we expect intelligibility in our relations to others and with the law, so it is equally important for people to understand the law. “The law must be accessible and so far as possible intelligible, clear and predictable.” (Lane, 2010) Every aspect of the law is subject to a general duty of fair dealing and providing good faith to the public by way of a fair trial. Therefore, the law should be clear and intelligible in order to provide a fair public service and preclude mistrial or injustice. All discussions of law follow the idea of certainty, the idea of the law being completely clear and intelligible is ideal; however, human error and bias create room for uncertainty or even a state of undue influence. The increased idea of certainty in law can, in turn, encourage intelligibility as it wouldn’t be open to interpretation.
In law, there is “a requirement of good administration, by which public bodies ought to deal straightforwardly and consistently with the public” (Nadarajah and Abdi 2005). As legislation is constructed with complex vocabulary and open to such exposition, there are three rules of statutory interpretation in order to apply a purposive approach to interpretation; the golden rule, the mischief rule and the literal rule .Under the literal rule, the judge must consider the literal terms used in the legislation rather than using wide interpretation. It could be argued that the literal meaning of the statute has a negative effect on the interpretation as there are not necessarily singular meanings for words. The golden rule is considered an extension of the literal rule as it gives preference to words in the statute that apply to the case most accurately. The mischief rule is a flexible rule of interpretation and considers the meaning of the statute at the time of its creation. All of these rules aid in ensuring a version of intelligibility and are applied depending on the case, this helps to apply a clear interpretation of the law. “What is really undesirable about uncertain rules of law is that they leave persons unsure of their entitlements while affording unfettered discretion to official decision-makers.” (D’Amato, 2010).
   Judges are considered public servants as they are employed by the government. They are also an important part of representing democracy, “they are conscious that it is a privilege to serve the community” (Supreme court, 2019). In order to maintain trust and confidence between the public and judges, it is important to engage effectively. The judiciary is important in representing correctness in the government and provides an individual authoritative figure to the public, one that appears morally separate from other government members and MPs. To the public, a judge is a non-biased authority figure who is hypothesised to be fair and equal when making vital choices. Whether or not this statement is true is determined by the individual and their morals; whether their actions reciprocate a good moral stance of legally required judicial behaviour. Although judges are figuratively servants of the public, there is always a gap that may allow human error or corrupt behaviour; in turn, this represents the whole of the judiciary in a bad light, severing the interrelation with the public.
   “A judge must also be both honest and incorruptible and independent of the parties and issues before him” (Mance 2017). Judges are to be considered individuals in a position of trust, this is because they are trusted to make decisions that affect the safety and comfortability of the public. They are entrusted to ensure the law is transparent and use legislation correctly to ensure justice for the public. There is a low likelihood of a judge interpreting the legislation in a personal point of view in order to adjust the outcome of a case, so accordingly judges hold a position of trust. When a trial begins, all members trust the judge in question to accurately interpret and use the relative legislation to correctly provide a service. “The judiciary cannot exist without the trust and confidence of the people” (Sachar), it is said that the judiciary is mostly built on a foundation of trust and that any purposeful misinterpretation is a violation of moral conduct. It is also argued that judges may not be trusted due to an inclination or prejudice against someone. In natural justice, there is a principle in which “no person can be a judge in a case in which they have an interest” (Orr,2019). In order to maintain a position of trust; honesty is a moral quality that judges are expected to hold, this encourages intellectual humility. The modern argument for not trusting judges is, “it is a case for not trusting them to the extent that there is no check or balance on their conduct” (Macnair, 2018). Macnair suggests that there is a sum of leftist support for judicial review on human rights-related legislation, this proposes that the public has a lack of trust for the judiciary.
“It is vitally important in a democracy that individual judges and the judiciary as a whole are impartial and independent of all external reassures and of each other so that those who appear before them and the wider public can have confidence that their cases will be decided fairly and in accordance with the law.” (Courts and tribunals judiciary) 
Public confidence in the judiciary is vital; a sense of trust that cases will be decided fairly without bias. 
   In conclusion, it is in an ideal world that legislation is completely intelligible and clear. However, it is a strong role of a judge to interpret this effectively in relation to the case; “During the policy development process things can happen that can generate unnecessarily complex legislation” (Heaton, 2013). As a result of these complex statutes, a judge's position becomes more complicated as they are to decide what interpretation is most legally necessary rather than what they feel morally obliged to do. There is a vast amount of public trust within the judiciary, to do what is right and produce accurate expositions relevant to the case presented. Although it is not up to judges to ensure that the law itself is transparent and intelligible, it is vital that they accurately interpret it in order to provide a trusted service to the public without bias;

“We believe in the liberty of the individual under the law; in equal rights for all citizens regardless of gender, race, colour, creed or political belief; and in the individual’s inalienable right to participate by means of free and democratic political processes in framing the society in which he or she lives.” (Lord Phillips, 2007).
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